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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -1 3 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter that the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 -1 3, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

A. The following terms lack antecedent basis: 

(i) " the system", in line 9 and 14; " the service", in line 15; "the context of use" in 
line 14 , claim 1 

(ii) "the container" , claim 2-3. 

(iii) , "the system", claims 4,8 and 9 

(iv) "the interaction context" , "the expected service", claim 5. 

(v) "the interaction services", "the domain of application", "the task", " the terminal", 
claim 7. 

(vi) "the container device", claim 6. 
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B. The following claims language is unclear and indefinite: 

(i) As per Claim 1 , line 13, it is not clearly understood what is meant by "the 
representations", the claim recites all interaction representations in lines 6-7 and in 
line 9, representations of modes of action and it is not clear if the representations 
recited in the claim refer to the representations in all interaction representations or to 
the representation in representations of modes of action or in both? Appropriate 
clarifications are required. In lines 14-15, it is not clearly understood what is meant by 
"this representation", the claim recites representation of the terminals in line 8, 
representation of activity in line 10, and in lines 13-14 a structured representation 
and it is not clear if this representation recited in the claim refer to the representation 
in representation of the terminals or to the representation in a structured representation 
or in both? Appropriate clarifications are required. In line 15, it is not clearly understood 
what is meant by "the application", the claim recites user-svstem interaction 
independent of an application in lines 1-2, and in lines 3-4 at least on representation 
of an application and it is not clear if the application recited in the claim refer to the 
application in user-svstem interaction independent of an application or to the 
representation in at least on representation of an application or in both? Appropriate 
clarifications are required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
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4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
forms the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 5-6, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by De 
Angelo (US 7010536). 



6. As to claim 5, De Angelo teaches the invention as claimed including a device 
(FIG. 2B/2B1 ) for user-system interaction independent of an application and of 
interaction media in a system of type having at least one man/machine interface ("site 
4", FIG. 2B1 ), at least one applications server ("Site 2", FIG. 2B1 ) and one database 
("gateway storage", FIG. 2B1), comprising: 

a single container device (FIG. 5; col. 15, line 60; col. 17, lines 1-15) in a four-tier 
architecture (col. 17, lines 10-12, wherein the database is the four-tier ) for all 
interaction representations, configured to store at least one of the representations of the 
interaction context including: representation of the modes of action, representation of 
the modes of perception of the exchanges of information by the users, representation of 
activity of the users, representation of context and representation of the expected 
service (abstract; col. 4, lines 8-20; FIG. 5, col. 16, lines 1-10); col. 20, lines 33-43). 
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7. As to claim 6, De Angelo teaches, wherein the container device comprises a 
subset for analyzing events represented by the actions of users on interfaces (FIG. 10; 
col. 22, lines 26-35), a subset for taking account actions of users and for managing 
interaction (col. 22, lines 56-67; 200, FIG. 4), a subset for communicating with the 
applications server (col. 23, lines 1-13), a subset of filters, an adapter and mode 
selector subset and a subset of converters for usage interfaces (FIG. 4, col. 14, lines 
25-67). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



9. Claims 1-4 and 7-13, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as unpatentable over 
De Angelo (US 7010536) in view of Kautto-Koivula et al (US 200301 17436). 
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1 0. As to claim 1 , De Angelo teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
a method for user-system interaction independent of an application and of interaction 
media (abstract; FIG. 2A/2B1), the user-system having at least one computing layer 
("site 2", FIG. 2B1) supporting at least one representation of a terminal ("site 4" FIG. 
2B1) and at least one representation of an application ("site 3", FIG. 2B1), and having at 
least one user interface ("gateway storage", FIG. 2B1) itself supporting a piece of 
software, comprising the steps of: 

creating a single container (FIG. 5; col. 15, line 60; col. 17, lines 1-15) in a four-tier 
architecture (col. 17, lines 10-12; wherein the database is the four-tier) for all interaction 
representations, the single container storing in which is stored at least one of the 
following representations of interaction context: representation of the terminals that can 
be used by users of the system, representations of modes of action, representation of 
the modes of perception of exchanges of information by the users, representation of 
activity of the users, representation of context, representation of services expected 
(abstract; col. 4, lines 8-20; FIG. 5, col. 16, lines 1-10); col. 20, lines 33-43); and 

establishing with aid of this representation, a dialog between users and the services 
of the application ( FIG. 5 ; 26, FIG. 1; wherein the communication device establishes 
the dialog) 

11. De Angelo does not explicitly teaches creating a person-system interaction 
container (PSIC) for interaction by using the representations to construct, adapt and 
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manipulate knowledge bases constituting a structured representation of the context of 
use of the system. 

12. Kautto-koivula teaches creating a personalized interaction environment / a 
person-system interaction container (PSIC) using the representations to construct, 
adapt and manipulate knowledge bases (abstract; paragraph 9; paragraph 90). 

1 3. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify De Angelo 's invention with Kautto-koivula 's to provide 
creation of a person-system interaction container for interaction, because it would 
improve the efficiency of Angelo's system by allowing individual user to customize their 
own terminals in accordance with their own preferences and needs in order for users to 
choose a view that he finds most intuitive and easy to use a device (Kautto-koivula's; 
paragraph 9). 

14. As to claim 2, De Angelo teaches, wherein all communications between the user 
interface and functions of an application are managed by the container (FIG. 2A; col. 9, 
lines 7-12). 

1 5. As to claim 3, Kautto-koivula teaches at least one at least of the following 
knowledge bases: a domain of application, an application, user or users, a task, modes 
of perception and of action offered by the terminal (paragraph 9 and 73);. 
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16. As to claim 4, Kautto-koivula teaches, wherein the PSIC updates and uses a log 
of a dialog between user and the system (paragraph 81). 

17. As to claim 10, Kautto-koivula teaches, wherein the applications and the 
interfaces are kept separated by the PSIC (FIG. 2; paragraph 53-54; 72). 

18. As to claim 1 1 , Kautto-koivula teaches, wherein the user's interface is provided 
by the PSIC which interprets any action on the interface and the PSIC generates calls to 
the application (FIG. 2; paragraph 5). 

1 9. As to claim 7, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 3 above. 

20. As to claims 8-9, they are rejected for the same reasons as claim 4 above. 

21 . As to claim 12, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 10 above. 

22. As to claim 13, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 1 above. 
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Conclusion 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdou Karim Seye whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1062. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30 - 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng can be reached on (571 )272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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